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use, or a Williamson Act contract.  No land zoned for agricultural use or Williamson Act contract lands are 

located near the Project Site (CDC, 2016).  Based on the foregoing, the Project has no potential to impact lands 

zoned for agricultural use or conflict with any Williamson Act contracts.  No impact would occur and no further 

analysis is required on this subject.  

 

c)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest 

land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), 

timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or 

timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by 

Government Code section 51104(g))? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; USFS, 2020; Google Earth, 2019)  
 

As shown on Figure 2-7, the Project Site is not located on lands designated as forest lands or timberlands by the 

City’s General Plan, and none of the surrounding properties are designated as forest lands or timberlands. The 

San Bernardino National Forest is the nearest designated forestland and is located approximately 3.2 miles 

north of the Project Site with substantial intervening development (USFS, 2020).  Furthermore, the Project Site 

is zoned “San Bernardino Specific Alliance Specific Plan (SBAC-SP)” and “Public Faculties (PF),” and none of the 

surrounding properties are zoned for forestry- or timberland-related uses.  Accordingly, no forests or any zoning 

for forest land or timberland are located on or near the Project Site.  The proposed Project has no potential to 

conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code Section 

12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland 

Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g).  No impact would occur and no further analysis 

is required on this subject.  

 

d)  Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to 

non-forest use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  
 
As noted in the preceding response, the Project Site is not located on or near forest land.  Therefore, the 

proposed Project would not result in the loss of any forest land or convert forest land to non-forest use.  No 

impact would occur and no further analysis is required on this subject.  

 

e)  Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due 

to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, 

to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest 

use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: CDC, 2016b; Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  

 

As noted in the preceding responses, the Project Site is not located on or near lands designated Farmland or 

forest land. There is no Farmland, forest land, or timberland near the Project Site.  As such, the proposed Project 
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has no potential to involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, 

could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use, or conversion of forest land to non-forest use.  

Therefore, no impact would occur and no further analysis is required on this subject.  

 

III. AIR QUALITY 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air pollution 

control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.  Would the project:  

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 

quality plan? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: SCAQMD, 2017; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  
 
The Project Site is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB).  Air quality within the SCAB is regulated by the 

South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD).  Standards for air quality are documented in the 

SCAQMD’s Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP), as most recently updated in March 2017.  The proposed 

Project would result in the emission of air pollutants into the SCAB during short-term construction and long-

term operational activities, including from vehicles that travel to and from the Project Site.  The Project’s 

construction and operational activities will emit pollutants, thereby potentially conflicting with or obstructing 

implementation of the SCAQMD’s AQMP.  As such, an air quality technical report will be prepared and the 

required EIR will evaluate the proposed Project’s potential to conflict with the adopted SCAQMD AQMP.  

 

b)  Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria 

pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an 

applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: SCAQMD, 2017; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  
 

Air quality within the SCAB is regulated by the SCAQMD and standards for air quality are documented in the 

SCAQMD AQMP, as most recently updated in March 2017.  Implementation of the proposed Project has the 

potential to exceed daily air pollutant emission significance thresholds established by the SCAQMD’s AQMP, 

particularly related to construction and mobile-source emissions associated with the Project’s long-term 

operation.  Accordingly, an air quality technical report will be prepared and Project-related air emissions will be 

modeled using the SCAQMD’s California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod™).  The purpose of this model 

is to calculate estimated construction-source and operational-source air quality emissions for criteria pollutants 

from direct and indirect sources. The required EIR will quantify the Project’s expected pollutant levels and 

evaluate the potential to exceed local air quality standards and/or contribute substantially to an existing or 

projected air quality violation.  

 

c)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 

concentrations? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Google Earth, 2019; California Air Resources Board, 2020)  
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The Project Site is located in a portion of the SCAB that is in non-attainment status for State air quality standards 

pertaining to ozone (O3; 1-hour standard and 8-hour standard), particulate matter smaller than 10 microns 

(PM10), and particulate matter smaller than 2.5 microns (PM2.5) (CARB, 2017).  The portion of the SCAB in which 

the Project Site is located also is in non-attainment status for federal standards concerning O3 and PM10 (CARB, 

2017). The Project does not include any land uses that may be considered point source emitters.  However, the 

Project has the potential to expose sensitive receptors located near the Development Site and along the truck 

route to diesel particulate matter (DPM) emissions from mobile sources (i.e., vehicle and truck exhaust).  Due 

to the presence of sensitive receptors in the vicinity and the amount of truck traffic expected to be generated 

by the Project, the required EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to expose sensitive receptors to substantial 

pollutant concentrations.  

 

d)  Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) 

adversely affecting a substantial number of people? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: South Coast Air Quality Management District; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  
 
Any temporary odor impacts generated construction activities on the Development Site, such as asphalt paving 

and the application of architectural coatings, would be short-term and cease upon completion of the 

construction phase of the Project.  Additionally, such odors would not affect a substantial number of people, 

based on the proximity and nature of land uses surrounding the Project Site (i.e., primarily industrial and airport-

related land uses).  The warehouse use proposed for the Development Site is not expected to involve activities 

that generate substantial or noticeable amounts of odor during long-term operation.  Additionally, the Project 

would be subject to SCAQMD Rule 402, “Nuisance” that controls odors by prohibiting air contaminants or other 

material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number of persons or to 

the public, or which endanger the comfort, repose, health or safety of any such persons or the public, or which 

cause, or have a natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to business or property.  For the control of odors 

associated with stored waste, the City of San Bernardino’s solid waste regulations (Chapter 8.24 of the City’s 

Municipal Code) requires solid waste to be stored within enclosed containers and prohibits the storage of solid 

waste in a manner that would present a public nuisance.  Accordingly, mandatory compliance with regulatory 

requirements will ensure that any odor effects would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this 

topic is required.   

 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 

a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through 

habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, 

sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, 

policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife or U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Google Earth, 2019; Community Works Design Group (CWDG), 2020; City of San Bernardino, 2005; City 

of San Bernardino; 2020)  
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Under existing conditions, the Project Site is fully disturbed by past Norton AFB development and contains only 

developed, ornamental, and ruderal habitat types.  Figure 5.3-1 of the City of San Bernardino’s 2005 General 

Plan Update EIR indicates that the Project Site is not located within any areas identified as containing potential 

habitat for sensitive wildlife species, while Figure 5.3-2 shows that the Project Site is not located within any 

Biological Resource Areas or Riparian Corridors.  Regardless, because the site is undeveloped at the present 

time and contains ground surface features that have the potential for occupation by the western burrowing 

owl, which is a California Department of Fish and Wildlife Service (CDFW) Species of Special Concern, a focused 

burrowing owl survey will be conducted following survey guidelines identified in the CDFW 2012 Staff Report 

on Burrowing Owl Mitigation, with the results reported in the EIR.  If burrowing owl is present on the property, 

impacts have the potential to be significant.   

 

According to an Arborist Survey, the Development Site contains 139 trees which include standing dead, 

damaged, and other trees in various forms and stages of decline  (CWDG, 2020, p. 1). Although the trees are in 

stages of decline, trees provide potential nesting habitat for bird species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 

special status species by the CDFW or U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  The Development Project would result in 

the removal of all existing trees on the Development Site, which has the potential to result in impacts to nesting 

or foraging habitat for birds.  Accordingly, the Project’s potential impacts to special status bird species will be 

evaluated in the required EIR. 

 

b)  Have a substantially adverse effect on any riparian habitat or 

other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional 

plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish 

and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  

 

Under existing conditions, the Project Site is fully disturbed by past Norton AFB development and contains only 

developed, ornamental, and ruderal habitat types.  The Project Site does not contain any riparian habitat or 

other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the CCDFW 

or USFWS.  Further, the Project’s stormwater system is designed to discharge into a subsurface stormwater 

system and would not directly discharge to any water courses that may contain riparian habitat.  As such, the 

proposed Project has no potential to have a substantial adverse effect on any on-site or off-site riparian habitat 

or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the 

CDFW or USFWS.  Therefore, no impact would occur and no further analysis is required on this subject. 

 

c)  Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected 

wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, 

etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or 

other means? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Google Earth, 2019)  
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The Project Site does not contain any natural or artificially occurring water resources that support federally-

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including but not limited to, marsh, vernal 

pool, coastal, etc.).  The proposed Project also has no potential to impact federally-protected wetlands, because 

the Project Site does not contain any natural drainages or jurisdictional wetlands.  Further, the Project’s 

drainage design is proposed to discharge into a subsurface stormwater system and would not discharge to any 

water courses that may be regulated by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Therefore, no impact would occur 

and no further analysis is required on this subject. 

 

d)  Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or 

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native 

resident migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native 

wildlife nursery sites? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Community Works Design Group (CWDG), Google Earth, 2019)  
 
Under existing conditions, the Project site is fully disturbed by past Norton AFB development and contains only 

developed, ornamental, and ruderal habitat types.  The Project site does not contain any natural bodies of 

water, and there is no potential for the Project to interfere with the movement of fish.  With exception of 

migratory birds, the Project has no potential to result in impacts to migratory wildlife corridors due to the 

urbanized nature of the Project Site and surroundings.  Nesting migratory birds are protected by the federal 

Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)  (CWDG, 2020, p. 1), which prohibits the disturbance of active migratory bird 

nests during the nesting season (February 1 – August 31).  Further, the removal of existing trees on the 

Development Site would require the issuance of a tree removal permit from the City of San Bernardino pursuant 

to City of San Bernardino Municipal Code Section 19.28.100 (City of San Bernardino, 2020, p. 1964).  

Accordingly, mandatory compliance with regulatory requirements will ensure that active migratory bird nests, 

if present, are not disturbed.  Trees would only be removed outside the nesting season, or if no nests are 

present.  Upon development of the Project as proposed, new trees will be installed on the Development Site 

along 3rd Street, Victoria Street, and portions of the Development Site’s interior, which will re-establish nesting 

habitat.  

 

e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting 

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or 

ordinance? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  
 

City of San Bernardino Municipal Code Section 19.28.100 requires the issuance of a tree removal permit prior 

to the removal of any mature trees.  The Development Site contains 139 trees that would be removed as part 

of the Project  (CWDG, 2020, p. 1); as such, the issuance of a tree removal permit will be required.    Mandatory 

compliance with the tree removal permit will ensure that the trees are removed per City requirements.  There 

are no additional local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources that are applicable to the Project 
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or Project Site.  Therefore, impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this topic is not 

required. 

 

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation 

Plan, Natural Conservation Community Plan, or other approved 

local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

There is no adopted habitat conservation plan, natural conservation community plan, or other approved local, 

regional, or state habitat conservation plan applicable to the City of San Bernardino or the Project Site. 

Accordingly, the Project would have no potential to conflict with any such plans, and no impact would occur.  

No further analysis of this topic is necessary. 

 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES   

Would the project: 

a)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Development Site contains a former Norton AFB water tower that may have local historic significance.  The 

Project Applicant proposes to relocate the water tower if it is structurally stable enough to be moved, or to 

construct a replica water tower at the southeast corner of Victoria Avenue and 3rd Street.  Also, construction at 

the Development Site has the potential to uncover subsurface historical resources as defined in Section 15064.5 

of the State CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, the proposed Project has the potential to result in an impact on 

historical resources.  A site-specific historic resources evaluation will be prepared for the Development Site, the 

results of which will be provided in the required EIR.  

 

b)  Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 

archaeological resources pursuant to Section 15064.5? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005; SoCal Geotechnical, 

2020) 

 

There are no known archaeological resources at the Project Site. The Project Site has been fully disturbed 

associated with past Norton AFB development, and any archaeological resources that may have been present 

at the site have since been removed or destroyed.  The site is overlain with artificial fill; no native soil is expected 

to occur within 3.5 feet of the ground surface (SCGeo, 2020). Notwithstanding, the City will require the 

preparation of an archaeological resources investigation to verify this conclusion that the Project Site has no 

reasonable potential to contain archaeological resources.   
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c)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of 

formal cemeteries? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

There are no known cemeteries at the Project Site and no known formal cemeteries are located within the 

immediate site vicinity.  While not expected, in the unlikely event that human remains are discovered during 

ground-disturbing activities required to implement the proposed Project, compliance with the applicable 

provisions of California Health and Safety Code § 7050.5 as well as Public Resources Code § 5097 et. seq. would 

be required.  Mandatory compliance with these provisions of State law would ensure that impacts to human 

remains, if unearthed during construction activities, would be appropriately treated.  No impact would occur 

and no further analysis is required on this subject.  

 

VI. ENERGY 

Would the project: 

a)  Result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to 

wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy, or 

wasteful use of energy resources, during project construction or 

operation? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

Energy Use During Construction 

The Project’s construction process would consume electricity and fuel.  Project-related construction activities 

would represent a “single-event” demand and would not require on-going or permanent commitment of energy 

resources.  Fuel consumed by construction equipment and construction worker and vendor trips would be the 

primary energy resource expended over the course of Project-related construction.  The equipment used for 

Project construction would conform to California Air Resources Board (CARB) regulations and California 

emissions standards.  For example, CCR Title 13, Motor Vehicles, Section 2449(d)(3) Idling, limits idling times of 

construction vehicles to no more than five minutes, thereby precluding unnecessary and wasteful consumption 

of fuel due to unproductive idling of construction equipment.  Project-related construction activities are not 

materially different than other construction projects and there are no unusual Project characteristics or 

construction processes that would require the use of equipment that would be more energy-intensive than is 

used for comparable construction projects.  All Project-related construction equipment would be required to 

conform to current emissions standards (and related fuel efficiencies).  As supported by the preceding 

discussion, the Project’s construction-related energy consumption would not be considered inefficient, 

wasteful, or otherwise unnecessary. 

 

Energy Use During Operation 

The Project does not propose uses or operations that would inherently result in excessive and wasteful vehicle 

trips and/or vehicle miles traveled, nor associated excess and wasteful vehicle energy consumption.  Enhanced 

fuel economies realized pursuant to federal and State regulatory actions, and related transition of passenger 
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vehicles and trucks to alternative energy sources (e.g., electricity, natural gas, bio fuels, hydrogen cells) are 

expected to decrease gasoline fuel demands in the future.   

 

Under the Truck and Bus Regulation adopted by CARB in 2008, all diesel truck fleets operating in California are 

required to adhere to an aggressive schedule for upgrading and replacing heavy-duty truck engines, which will 

result in fuel efficiencies. In addition, in June, 2020, CARB adopted a new Advanced Clean Truck Regulation Rule 

requiring truck manufacturers to transition from diesel trucks and vans to electric zero-emission trucks 

beginning in 2024. By 2045, every new truck sold in California will be required to be zero-emission electric. 

Based on the foregoing, Project transportation energy consumption would not be considered inefficient, 

wasteful, or otherwise unnecessary. 

 

The Project would not cause or result in the need for additional energy facilities or an energy delivery system; 

existing utility connections are site-adjacent in 3rd Street.  Building operations and site maintenance activities 

associated with the Project would result in the consumption of electricity and potentially natural gas.  Natural 

gas would be supplied to the Project by Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas); electricity would be 

supplied to the Project by Southern California Edison (SCE).  For new development, compliance with California 

Building Standards Code Title 24 energy efficiency requirements (CALGreen) is considered demonstrable 

evidence of efficient use of energy.  The proposed warehouse building would be required to promote and 

provide for energy efficiencies as required by applicable federal or State of California standards and regulations, 

and in so doing would meet all California Building Standards Code 24 standards.   

 

Conclusion 

The Project would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy, or wasteful use of 

energy resources, during construction or operation. Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant and no 

further analysis is required on this subject. 

 

b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 

energy or energy efficiency? 
☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

Under existing conditions, there are no adopted State or local plans for renewable energy or energy efficiency 
in the Project area.  Thus, the Project would have no potential to conflict with such plans, and no impact would 
occur.  Additionally, and as discussed below, the Project would be consistent with or otherwise would not 
conflict with policies and requirements related to energy conservation. 
 
Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) 

The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (ISTEA) promoted the development of inter-modal 

transportation systems to maximize mobility as well as address national and local interests in air quality and 

energy.  ISTEA contained factors that Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) such as the Southern 

California Association of Governments (SCAG) were to address in developing transportation plans and 

programs, including some energy-related factors.  Transportation and access to the Project Site will be provided 
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primarily by the local and regional roadway systems. The Project would not interfere with, nor otherwise 

obstruct intermodal transportation plans or projects that may be realized pursuant to the ISTEA because SCAG 

is not planning for intermodal facilities on or through the Project Site. 

 
The Transportation Equality Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) 
The Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) was signed into law in 1998 and builds upon the 

initiatives established in the ISTEA legislation, discussed above.  TEA-21 authorizes highway, highway safety, 

transit, and other efficient surface transportation programs.  It also provides for investment in research and its 

application to maximize the performance of the transportation system through, for example, deployment of 

Intelligent Transportation Systems to help improve operations and management of transportation systems and 

vehicle safety.  The Project Site is located along 3rd Street with proximate access to the interstate freeway 

system.  The location of the Project Site facilitates access, acts to reduce vehicle miles traveled, takes advantage 

of existing infrastructure systems, and promotes land use compatibilities through collocation of similar 

industrial uses.  Accordingly, the Project supports the strong planning processes emphasized under TEA-21 and 

is therefore consistent with, and would not otherwise interfere with or obstruct implementation of TEA-21. 

 

State of California Energy Plan 

The California Energy Commission (CEC) is responsible for preparing the State Energy Plan, which identifies 

emerging trends related to energy supply, demand, conservation, public health and safety, and the 

maintenance of a healthy economy.  The Plan calls for the State to assist in the transformation of the 

transportation system to improve air quality, reduce congestion, and increase the efficient use of fuel supplies 

with the least environmental and energy costs.  To further this policy, the plan identifies a number of strategies, 

including assistance to public agencies and fleet operators and encouragement of urban designs that reduce 

vehicle miles traveled and accommodate pedestrian and bicycle access. 

 

The Project Site is located along major transportation corridors with proximate access to the Interstate freeway 

system. The location of the Project Site facilitates access, acts to reduce vehicle miles traveled, and takes 

advantage of existing infrastructure systems.  The Project would promote land use compatibility through the 

development of light industrial uses in close proximity to similar light industrial uses. Therefore, the Project 

supports urban design and planning processes identified under the State of California Energy Plan, is consistent 

with, and would not otherwise interfere with, nor obstruct implementation of the State of California Energy 

Plan. 

 

California Code Title 24, Part 6, Energy Efficiency Standards (California Energy Code) 

California Code of Regulations Title 24 Part 6: California’s Energy Efficiency Standards for Residential and 

Nonresidential Buildings, was first adopted in 1978 in response to a legislative mandate to reduce California’s 

energy consumption.  The standards are updated periodically to allow consideration and possible incorporation 

of new energy efficient technologies and methods.  Energy efficient buildings require less electricity; therefore, 

increased energy efficiency reduces fossil fuel consumption and decreases greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions. 
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The 2019 version of Title 24 was adopted by the California Energy Commission (CEC) and became effective on 

January 1, 2020 and is applicable to the Project.  Compliance with the applicable Title 24 requirements is 

enforced through Chapter 15.04 of the City of San Bernardino’s Municipal Code.  Thus, Project consistency with 

Title 24 requirements would occur as part of the City’s future review of building permit applications.  The 

Project’s building shell and components, such as windows; roof systems: electrical and lighting systems: and 

heating, ventilating, and air conditioning systems would be required to meet 2019 Title 24 Standards.  Because 

the Project is required by State law and City Municipal Code standards to be designed, constructed, and 

operated to meet or exceed Title 24 Energy Efficiency Standards, the Project is determined to be consistent 

with, and would not interfere with, nor otherwise obstruct implementation of Title 24 Energy Efficiency 

Standards. 

 

Pavley Fuel Efficiency Standards (AB 1493) 

AB 1493 is applicable to the Project because model year 2009-2016 passenger cars and light duty truck vehicles 

traveling to and from the Project site are required by law to comply with the legislation’s fuel efficiency 

requirements.  On this basis, the Project would not interfere with or otherwise obstruct implementation of AB 

1493. 

 

California Renewable Portfolio Standards (SB 1078) 

Energy directly or indirectly supplied to the Project by electric corporations is required by law to comply with 

SB 1078.  Thus, the Project would be consistent with SB 1078. 

 

Based on the preceding analysis, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for 

renewable energy or energy efficiency. Accordingly, impacts would be less than significant and no further 

analysis is required on this subject. 

 

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Would the project: 

a)  Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death 

involving: 

(i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most 

recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the 

State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence 

of a known fault?  Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 

Publication 42. 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; City of San Bernardino, 2005a; Google Earth, 2019; SoCal Geotechnical, 

2020) 

 
The Project Site is not located near a known earthquake fault as delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 

Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist (San Bernardino, 2005a, Figure S-3).  Research of 

other available maps by Southern California Geotechnical, Inc., also indicates that the subject site is not located 
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Construction and operational activities associated with the Project would emit air pollutants, several of which 

are regarded as greenhouse gasses (GHGs). GHG emissions associated with the proposed Project would 

primarily be associated with tailpipe emissions from Project-related traffic. In addition, construction activities, 

energy consumption, water consumption, and solid waste generation also would contribute to the overall 

generation of GHGs. Specifically, construction and operational activities would result in the emissions of carbon 

dioxide (CO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), and methane (CH4), which are GHGs. A GHG emissions analysis will be 

prepared to quantify and evaluate the Project’s GHG emissions.  Because climate change is a global 

phenomenon and not limited to a specific locale such as the Project Site and its immediate vicinity, emissions 

have the potential to be significant on a cumulatively considerable basis.  The Project’s GHG emissions will be 

analyzed against SCAQMD’s recommended industrial screening threshold of 10,000 metric tons of carbon 

dioxide equivalent (MTCO2e) per year.  The proposed Project’s potential to generate GHGs, either directly or 

indirectly, that could have a significant impact on the environment, will be analyzed in a GHG analysis report 

which will be discussed in the required EIR. 

 

b)  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted 

for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials, 2017; California Legislative Information, 2006) 

 

The City of San Bernardino does not have an adopted Climate Action Plan. The Project’s potential impacts due 

to GHG emissions will be assessed in the required GHG emissions report based on consistency with Assembly 

Bill 32 (AB 32) and Senate Bill 32 (SB 32), which are the primary policies/regulations adopted in the State of 

California to reduce GHG emissions. The EIR will document the findings of the Project-specific GHG emissions 

report and will evaluate the Project for consistency with applicable plans, policies, and regulations adopted for 

the purpose of reducing GHG emissions, including, but not limited to, AB 32 and SB 32. 

 

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Would the project: 

a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through the routine transport, use or disposal of hazardous 

materials? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), dated August 26, 2020, was prepared for the Development Site 

by Ninyo & Moore to evaluate the existing conditions of the Development Site with respect to hazardous 

materials.  The report determined that there are no potential existing sources of site contamination.  The Phase 

I ESA determined that the site formerly contained 15 Underground Storage Tanks (USTs), two Areas of Concern 

(AOCs), and one Installation Restoration Program (IRP) site, all of which were subject to closure activities in 

accordance with the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) requirements. As such, the Phase I ESA 

concludes that the USTs, AOCs, and IRP site all represent “Historical Recognized Environmental Conditions 

(HRECs)” and do not have the potential to create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. There 
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were no Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) identified on the Development Site, and the Project’s 

Phase I ESA concludes that no further investigations on the Development Site are warranted.  (Ninyo & Moore, 

2020) Thus, impacts due to existing site contamination would be less than significant.   

 

Heavy equipment (e.g., dozers, excavators, tractors) would be operated on the subject property during the 

construction phases of the Project.  This heavy equipment would likely be fueled and maintained by petroleum‐

based substances such as diesel fuel, gasoline, oil, and hydraulic fluid, which is considered hazardous if 

improperly stored or handled.  In addition, materials such as paints, adhesives, solvents, and other substances 

typically used in building construction would be located on the Project Site during construction.  Improper use, 

storage, or transportation of hazardous materials can result in accidental releases or spills, potentially posing 

health risks to workers, the public, and the environment.  This is a standard risk on all construction sites, and 

there would be no greater risk for improper handling, transportation, or spills associated with the proposed 

Project than would occur on any other similar construction site.  Construction contractors would be required to 

comply with all applicable federal, State, and local laws and regulations regarding the transport, use, storage, 

and potential accidental upset of hazardous construction‐related materials.  With mandatory compliance with 

applicable hazardous materials regulations, the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or 

the environment through routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials during the construction 

phase.  Impacts would be less than significant. 

 

Although unlikely, it is possible that hazardous materials could be used during the course of a future building 

occupant’s daily operations.  Uses that might use hazardous materials would be subject to standard San 

Bernardino County Environmental Health Services (EHS) policies and permitting procedures.  State and federal 

Community-Right-to-Know laws allow the public access to information about the amounts and types of 

chemicals in use at local businesses.  Regulations also are in place that require businesses to plan and prepare 

for possible chemical emergencies.  Any business that occupies the proposed warehouse building and that 

handles hazardous materials (as defined in § 25500 of California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 

6.95) would require permits from the San Bernardino County EHS in order to register the business as a 

hazardous materials handler.  Such businesses also are required to comply with California’s Hazardous Materials 

Release Response Plans and Inventory Law, which requires immediate reporting to the San Bernardino County 

Fire Department and the State Office of Emergency Services regarding any release or threatened release of a 

hazardous material, regardless of the amount handled by the business.  In addition, any business handling at 

any one time, greater than 500 pounds of solid, 55 gallons of liquid, or 200 cubic feet of gaseous hazardous 

material, is required, under Assembly Bill 2185 (AB 2185), to file a Hazardous Materials Business Emergency 

Plan (HMBEP).  A HMBEP is a written set of procedures and information created to help minimize the effects 

and extent of a release or threatened release of a hazardous material.  The intent of the HMBEP is to satisfy 

federal and State Community Right-To-Know laws and to provide detailed information for use by emergency 

responders. 

 

If businesses that use or store hazardous materials occupy the Project, the business owners and operators 

would be required to comply with all applicable federal, State, and local regulations to ensure proper use, 
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storage, use, emission, and disposal of hazardous substances (as described above).  With mandatory regulatory 

compliance, the Project is not expected to pose a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 

the routine transport, use, storage, emission, or disposal of hazardous materials, nor would the Project increase 

the potential for accident conditions which could result in the release of hazardous materials into the 

environment.  Impacts would be less than significant, and further analysis of this topic is not required. 

 

b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 

through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions 

involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

As indicated in the response to Threshold IX(a), above, if businesses that use or store hazardous materials 

occupy the Project, the business owners and operators would be required to comply with all applicable federal, 

State, and local regulations to ensure proper use, storage, use, emission, and disposal of hazardous substances.  

Thus, the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably 

foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment.  

Impacts would be less than significant, and further analysis of this topic is not required. 

 

c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely 

hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile 

of an existing or proposed school? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project Site is not located within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school (Google Earth, 2019).  

The nearest existing school facilities to the Project Site are Cypress Preschool (approximately 0.4 mile to the 

north) and Lankershim Elementary School (approximately 0.8 mile to the northwest).  The proposed warehouse 

operation at the Development Site would be conducted mainly inside of the enclosed building, where a variety 

of consumer products would likely be stored.  The Project does not include any land uses that may be considered 

point source emitters.  Accordingly, the proposed Project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle 

hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or 

proposed school, and no impact would occur. Thus, no further analysis is required on this subject. 

 

d)  Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous 

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 

65962.5 and, as a result would it create a significant hazard to the 

public or the environment? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials, 2017; DTSC, 2017; CalEPA, 2020) 

 



The Landing by San Manuel 

Initial Study  Environmental Checklist and Analysis 

 

Lead Agency: City of San Bernardino Page 38 

 

 
Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

The California Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) maintains several lists of contaminated sites that are 

identified as meeting the “Cortese List” requirements for hazardous materials sites.  A review of the CalEPA’s 

Cortese List Data Resources indicates that the Project site is not included on any list of hazardous materials sites 

compiled pursuant to Government Code 65962.5.  As such, no impact would occur and further analysis of this 

topic is not required.   

 

e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where 

such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public 

airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety 

hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the 

project area? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005; ESA 2019) 

 

The SBIA property is located immediately south of the Project Site.  The Project entails the development of a 

warehouse building, which is not a noise-sensitive use.  Also, the Project Site is not subject to incompatible 

aircraft noise, as it is located outside of the SBIA’s projected 65 decibel (dBA) CNEL noise contour (ESA, 2019).  

The arrival and departure paths for the SBIA’s runways do not extend over the Project Site.  Fixed wing and 

helicopter aircraft arrive from the northeast and southwest and depart to the southwest.  Nonetheless, the 

Project Applicant and any successors in interest would be required to grant an avigation easement to the SBIAA 

to allow for aircraft overflight, and prior to construction of the building, approval by the IVDA and FAA is 

required to assure compliance with all applicable safety requirements.  Therefore, there is no reasonable 

potential for the Project to result in significant safety hazards or noise exposure for people working or visiting 

on and around the Project Site. Accordingly, further analysis is required on this subject is not required. 

 

f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an 

adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project Site does not contain any emergency facilities nor does it serve as an emergency evacuation route.  

During construction and long-term operation, the City of San Bernardino and the San Bernardino County Fire 

Department will require adequate emergency access for emergency vehicles.  As part of the Project’s 

application review process, and during subsequent review and approval processes for building permits, the City 

of San Bernardino and County of San Bernardino Fire Departments are responsible for reviewing the Project’s 

application materials to ensure that appropriate emergency ingress and egress would be available to-and-from 

the Project Site and that the Project would not substantially impede emergency response times in the local 

area.  Accordingly, implementation of the Project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere 

with an adopted emergency response plan or an emergency evacuation plan, and no impact would occur.  

Further analysis of this topic is not required.   

g)  Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a 

significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
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(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019) 

 

The Development Site and larger Project Site are located in an urbanized portion of the City of San Bernardino, 

and there are no areas of open space in the Project’s immediate vicinity that could be subject to wildland fire 

hazards.  As a condition of Project approval, the Project would be required to be constructed in accordance with 

the California Building Standards Code (CBSC, Title 24, Part 11 of the California Code of Regulations) and the 

City of San Bernardino Building Code (Chapter 15.04 of the City of San Bernardino Municipal Code), which 

incorporates the CBSC with minor exceptions and changes to ensure applicability of the requirements within 

the City of San Bernardino (City of San Bernardino, 2020).  The Building Code requires a minimum level of fire 

protection facilities, such as fire sprinklers and hydrants.  Additionally, site improvements, including irrigated 

landscaping, would reduce the Project’s potential to cause or be affected by wildland fire hazards.  As such, 

impacts would be less than significant and further analysis of this topic is not required. 

 

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

Would the project: 

a)  Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or 

ground water quality? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; DEA 2020a; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  
 
Construction-Related Water Quality 
Construction of the Project would involve demolition/site preparation, grading, paving, utility installation, 
building construction, and landscaping activities, which have the potential to generate water quality pollutants 
such as silt, debris, organic waste, and chemicals (e.g., paints, solvents).  Should these materials come into 
contact with water that reaches the groundwater table or flows off-site to a public storm drain, the potential 
exists for the Project’s construction activities to adversely affect water quality.  As such, short-term water 
quality impacts have the potential to occur during construction in the absence of any protective or avoidance 
measures.  However, pursuant to the requirements of the Santa Ana RWQCB and City of San Bernardino (San 
Bernardino Municipal Code Chapter 8.80), the Project Applicant would be required to obtain coverage under 
the State’s General Construction Storm Water Permit for construction activities (NPDES permit), which would 
reduce impacts to less than significant. 
 
An NPDES permit is required for all development projects that include construction activities, such as clearing, 
grading, and/or excavation, that disturb at least one (1) acre of total land area.  In addition, the Project Applicant 
would be required to comply with the Santa Ana RWQCB’s Santa Ana River Basin Water Quality Control 
Program.  Compliance with the NPDES permit and the Santa Ana River Basin Water Quality Control Program 
involves the preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for 
construction-related activities.  The SWPPP would specify the Best Management Practices (BMPs) that the 
Project’s construction contractors would be required to implement during construction activities to ensure that 
potential pollutants of concern are prevented, minimized, and/or otherwise appropriately treated prior to being 
discharged from the subject property. Mandatory compliance with the SWPPP would ensure that the proposed 
Project does not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements during construction 
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activities.  Therefore, water quality impacts associated with construction activities would be less than significant 
and no further analysis of this topic is required.  
 
Post Development Water Quality 
Storm water pollutants that may be produced during Project operation include pathogens (bacterial/virus), 
phosphorous, nitrogen, sediment, metals, oil/grease, trash/debris, pesticides/herbicides, and other organic 
compounds.  To meet the requirements of the County’s NPDES permit and in accordance with Chapter 8.80 
(Storm Water Drainage System) of the City of San Bernardino Municipal Code, the Project Applicant would be 
required to prepare and implement a Water Quality Management Plan (WQMP).  A WQMP is a site-specific 
post-construction water quality management program designed to minimize the release of potential 
waterborne pollutants, including pollutants of concern for downstream receiving waters, via Best Management 
Practices (BMPs).  Implementation of the WQMP ensures on-going, long-term protection of the watershed 
basin.  Compliance with the required WQMP would be required as a condition of approval for the Project.  Long-
term maintenance of on-site water quality features also would be required as a condition of approval to ensure 
the long-term effectiveness of all on-site water quality features. 
 
Additionally, the NDPES program requires certain land uses, including the industrial land uses proposed by the 
Project, to prepare a SWPPP for operational activities and to implement a long-term water quality sampling and 
monitoring program, unless an exemption has been granted.  The Project Applicant or any successor in interest 
would be required to prepare a SWPPP for operational activities and implement a long-term water quality 
sampling and monitoring program or receive an exemption. Because the permit is dependent upon a detailed 
accounting of all operational activities and procedures, and the SWPPP (or exemption thereto) would be 
prepared at the time the Project’s building users and their operational characteristics are known.  However, 
based on the performance requirements of the NPDES Industrial General Permit, it is reasonably assured that 
mandatory compliance with all applicable water quality regulations would further reduce potential water 
quality impacts during the Project’s long-term operation.  (RWQCB, 2010) 
 
Based on the foregoing analysis, implementation of the Project would not violate any water quality standards 
or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality during 
long-term operation.  Impacts would be less than significant, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 
 

b)  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may 

impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials)  
 

The Project would be served with potable water from the San Bernardino Municipal Water Department 

(SBMWD), and the Project Applicant does not propose the use of any wells or other groundwater extraction 

activities.  Therefore, the Project would not directly draw water from the groundwater table.  Accordingly, 

implementation of the proposed Project would not directly deplete or decrease groundwater supplies and the 

Project’s impact to groundwater supplies would be less than significant. 
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Development of the Project would increase impervious surface coverage on the Project Site, which would, in 

turn, reduce the amount of water percolating down into the underground aquifer that underlies the Project 

site and surrounding areas (i.e., Bunker Hill Groundwater Basin).  The Bunker Hill Basin is a part of the San 

Bernardino Basin Area, and is among the most rigorously managed groundwater basins in the State. Planning 

and management efforts evaluating needs and supplies have been established for most of the basins within the 

watershed through the next 20 to 40 years. Groundwater extractions and conditions are monitored and tracked 

by the Western-San Bernardino Watermaster and the Basin Technical Advisory Committee. Groundwater is 

managed in accordance with a legal settlement that, in part, identifies a natural safe yield and requires 

groundwater replenishment if cumulative extractions exceed water rights allocation.  (WSC, 2017, pp. 2-7 to 2-

8)  Due to the extensive management of the groundwater basin, implementation of the Project would not 

interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater 

management of the basin.  Additionally, the Project includes design features that would maximize the 

percolation of on-site storm water runoff into the groundwater basin, such as detention/infiltration basins and 

permeable landscape areas.  Furthermore, runoff from the Project Site would be conveyed to existing drainage 

facilities, which ultimately would convey flows to downstream areas where infiltration would occur (e.g., the 

Santa River and Prado Dam).  Accordingly, buildout of the Project with these design features would not interfere 

substantially with groundwater recharge of the Bunker Hill Groundwater Basin.  Impacts would be less than 

significant, and further analysis of this subject is not required. 

 

c)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would: 

(i)  Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials) 

 

The Project would alter existing ground contours of the Project Site and install impervious surfaces, which would 

result in changes to the site’s existing, internal drainage patterns.  Although the Project would alter the subject 

property’s internal drainage patterns, such changes would not result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or 

off-site – either during construction or during long-term operation – as described under the response to 

Threshold X(a).  Accordingly, implementation of the Project would result in a less than significant impact due to 

erosion and siltation, and further analysis of this topic is not required. 

 

(ii)  Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 

manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site; 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; DEA, 2020a)  
 

Implementation of the proposed Project would not affect the total amount of runoff from the Project Site, but 

would affect the rate of peak runoff.  As a standard requirement of the City of San Bernardino, the Project’s 

application materials include a preliminary hydrology study that evaluates existing and proposed drainage 

conditions.  As proposed, the surface runoff would be divided into sub-areas and would be directed to onsite 

cross gutters and curb and gutters. The runoff would be directed from the curb and gutters toward proposed 
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catch basins with insert filters, then to a storm drain system that would discharge into the proposed 

detention/infiltration basins. The basins would be designed to accommodate the increased runoff associated 

with site development, as well as appropriate Low Impact Development (LID) devices. Three detention/ 

infiltration basins are proposed.  Based on calculations included in the Project’s hydrology study, the peak 100-

year storm flows from the site would be reduced from 77.54 cubic feet per second (cfs) under existing 

conditions to 75.09 cfs under the proposed Project.  (DEA, 2020a)  Because peak runoff from the site would 

slightly decrease as compared to existing conditions, the Project has no potential to result in runoff that could 

cause flood hazards downstream.  Additionally, the proposed drainage system would ensure that no flooding 

would occur on site as a result of the proposed development’s runoff.  As such, impacts would be less than 

significant and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 

(iii)  Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the 

capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or 

provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials) 

 

As indicated under the analysis of Threshold X(c)(ii), and based on the Project’s preliminary hydrology study, 

peak flows from the Development Site during 100-year storm events would decrease from 77.54 cfs under 

existing conditions to 75.09 cfs under the proposed Project.  Because the existing drainage systems tributary to 

the Development Site is adequate to accommodate runoff from the Development Site under existing conditions, 

and because peak runoff would decrease under the proposed Project, the Project would not create or 

contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems.  

Additionally, and for the reasons noted under the analysis of Threshold X(a), the Project would not result in 

substantial additional sources of polluted runoff during either construction or long-term operation.  Thus, 

impacts would be less than significant, and further analysis of this topic is not required.    

 

(iv)  Impede or redirect flood flows? ☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: FEMA, 2016; FEMA 2008) 

 

According to Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) produced by the Federal Emergency Management Agency 

(FEMA), a majority of the Project Site is located within “Flood Zone X (unshaded),” which includes “Areas 

determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain” (FEMA, 2016).  The eastern most portions of the 

Project Site are mapped within “Flood Zone X (shaded),” which includes “Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; 

areas of 1% annual chance with average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square 

mile; and areas protected by levees from 1% annual chance of flood” (FEMA, 2008).  As such, development 

within the eastern portions of the Project Site have the potential to impede or redirect flood flows.  A hydrology 

study will be prepared to evaluate the Development Project’s potential to impede or redirect flood flows, the 

results of which will be evaluated in the required EIR. 
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d)  In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of 

pollutants due to project inundation? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth; City of San Bernardino, 2005; FEMA, 2016; FEMA 2008)  
 

The Project Site is located approximately 0.75 mile from the Santa Ana River, and 50 miles from the Pacific 

Ocean (Google Earth, 2019).  Accordingly, the Project Site is not susceptible to impacts associated with 

tsunamis, and there are no large bodies of water in the Project vicinity capable of producing seiches that could 

affect the Project Site.  As noted under Threshold X(c)(iv), the eastern portions of the Project Site are mapped 

within “Zone X (shaded),” which includes “Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual chance with 

average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas less than 1 square mile; and areas protected by levees 

from 1% annual chance of flood” (FEMA, 2008).  As such, a portion of the Project Site has the potential to be 

inundated during flood events, which could result in the risk of release of pollutants.  Accordingly, this issue will 

be evaluated in the required EIR. 

 

e)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 

control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; RWQCB, 2019) 

 

As indicated under the analysis of Thresholds X(a) and X(b), the Project would not result in impacts associated 

with sustainable management of the San Bernardino Basin Area and would not contribute substantial amounts 

of pollutants that could adversely affect groundwater quality; thus, impacts would be less than significant.  The 

applicable water quality control plan for the area is the Santa Ana Region Basin Plan (“Basin Plan”), which was 

most recently updated by the RWQCB in June 2019 (RWQCB, 2019).  As indicated under the analysis of Threshold 

X(a), the Project would be required to implement a SWPPP for construction-related activities. The SWPPP would 

specify the BMPs that the Project’s construction contractors would be required to implement during 

construction activities to ensure that potential pollutants of concern are prevented, minimized, and/or 

otherwise appropriately treated prior to being discharged from the subject property.  Additionally, long-term 

operation of the Project would require compliance with the applicable NPDES permit (NPDES Permit No. 

CAS618036, Order No. R8-2002-0012) and City of San Bernardino Municipal Code Chapter 8.80 (Storm Water 

Drainage System), which include requirements to prepare and implement a WQMP as well as a SWPPP, and to 

incorporate and maintain long-term BMPs to address potential water quality pollutants.  Implementation of 

these requirements would ensure that the Project does not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 

Basin Plan, and would ensure impacts would be less than significant.  Accordingly, no further analysis of this 

topic is required. 

 

XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING  

Would the project: 

a)  Physically divide an established community? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 
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The Project Site is located within the City of San Bernardino.   The City of Highland is located to the north and 

east.  The Project Site is bordered by 3rd Street to the north; industrial land uses to the east; the SBIA to the 

south; and industrial uses to the west. There are no residential neighborhoods within the immediate proximity 

of the Project Site, although existing residential neighborhoods occur north of the Project Site (north of West 

5th Street).  A few residential homes occur along the north side of 3rd Street near the Project Site, but are not 

considered a neighborhood.  Implementation of the Project would not require or result in the physical division 

of the existing residential neighborhoods located to the north of the Project Site. Thus, no impact would occur 

and no further analysis is required on this subject. 

 

b)  Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with 

any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of 

avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project entails a General Plan Amendment, Zoning Map Amendment, and Specific Plan Amendment, and 

as such has the potential to conflict with an applicable land use plan, policy, or regulations adopted for the 

purpose of reducing or avoiding environmental effects.  The required EIR will include an evaluation of the 

proposed Project’s consistency with applicable plans, policies, and/or regulations adopted for the purpose of 

reducing or avoiding environmental effects. 

 

XII. MINERAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 

a)  Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that 

would be of value to the region and the residents of the state? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; CGS, 2008; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project Site is classified by the California Geological Survey (CGS) as Mineral Resources Zone 2 (MRZ-2), 

which is defined by the CGS as an area where geologic data indicate that significant mineral deposits (aggregate 

resources) are present (CGS, 2008).  However, the Project Site was used as part of the Norton AFB for decades 

and mining activities in the Project area have been and will continue to be precluded by the requirements of 

the IVDA, which has been planning for light industrial uses on the site since adoption of the SBAC-SP in 2007.  

The Project Site is not planned for mining uses based on the site’s existing General Plan land use designations, 

Specific Plan land use designations, and zoning classifications, none of which allow for mineral resources 

extraction.  Thus, although the Project Site occurs within MRZ-2, mining activities would not be compatible with 

existing and planned surrounding land uses.  Furthermore, mining of the site would result in the establishment 

of a large pit at a substantially lower elevation than surrounding properties, which is not desirable within the 

urban context of the Project Area or the streetscape desired along 3rd Street by the City of Highland or the City 

of San Bernardino.  Accordingly, mining on the Project Site is not compatible with existing zoning and the 
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surrounding context, and therefore is not feasible.  Accordingly, Project impacts due to the loss of known the 

mineral resources would be less than significant and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 

b)  Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral 

resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific 

plan or other land use plan? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project Site is not identified as a locally-important mineral resources recovery site by the City of San 

Bernardino’s General Plan, the SBAC-SP, or any other land use plan.  As such, the Project would not result in the 

loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, 

specific plan or other land use plan.  Refer also to the response to Threshold XII(b).  Impacts would be less than 

significant and no further analysis of this topic is required.  

 

XIII. NOISE 

Would the project result in: 

a)  Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase 

in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of 

standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, 

or applicable standards of other agencies? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

  
Project-related construction activities, as well as long-term operational activities including warehouse 

operations and the associated increases in vehicular travel along area roadways resulting from the Project, may 

expose persons in the vicinity of the Project Site to noise levels in excess of standards established by the General 

Plans and Municipal Codes of the City of San Bernardino and/or City of Highland.  An acoustical analysis will be 

prepared and the required EIR will analyze the potential for the Project to expose people, on- or off-site, to 

noise levels in excess of established noise standards during both near-term construction and long-term 

operation.  

 

b)  Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 

noise levels? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

Construction activities on the Development Site may produce groundborne vibration or groundborne noise.  

The required EIR will analyze the potential of the Project to expose persons to excessive groundborne vibration.  

Long-term operation of the Project is not anticipated to result in perceptible levels of groundborne vibration or 

groundborne noise; regardless, the EIR will evaluate the potential for groundborne vibration and noise in the 

long-term.  
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c)  For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or 

an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been 

adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, 

would the project expose people residing or working in the project 

area to excessive noise levels? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005; SBIA, 2010.) 

 

There are no private airstrips in the City of San Bernardino and there are no private airstrips within two miles 

of the Project Site  (San Bernardino, 2005a).  The nearest airport is the San Bernardino International Airport 

(SBIA) which is located adjacent to the Project Site’s southern border, and the Project Site occurs within the 

Airport Influence Area (AIA) for the SBIA (SBIA, 2010).  According to Exhibit 4-H of the document, San Bernardino 

International Airport - Airport Layout Plan Narrative Report, the Project Site occurs outside of the 65 dBA CNEL 

contour for the SBIA.  Pursuant to Figure N-1 of the San Bernardino General Plan, industrial uses such as those 

proposed as part of the Project are considered “Normally Acceptable” at noise levels up to 75 dBA CNEL, while 

industrial land uses are considered “Conditionally Acceptable” at noise levels ranging from 70 to 80 dBA CNEL.  

Thus, because the Project would not be subject to noise levels exceeding 65 dBA CNEL, the Project would not 

expose people residing or working in the area to excessive airport-related noise levels, and impacts would 

therefore be less than significant.  No further analysis of this topic is required. 

 

XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING 

Would the project: 

a)  Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, 

either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and 

businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads 

or other infrastructure)? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 
The proposed Project would have a beneficial effect on the area’s employment base by redeveloping an 

underutilized site with a new warehouse building.  The new jobs generated would provide additional 

employment opportunities for residents in the area.  The Project Site is currently designated by the City of San 

Bernardino’s General Plan for “Public Facility/Quasi-Public (PF)” and “Industrial (I)” development, and the 

Project does not propose any uses that would result in unplanned population growth that is not already allowed 

by the General Plan.  Moreover, it is anticipated that any future employees generated by the Project could be 

accommodated by existing residential communities and/or by future residential uses to be constructed in 

accordance with the City’s General Plan and/or the general plans of other nearby jurisdictions, and that no 

additional unplanned housing would be required to accommodate Project-related employees. Additionally, the 

Project’s utility, drainage, and other improvements are designed to serve only the proposed Project, and would 

not induce growth indirectly on any other parcels within the Project vicinity.  A less-than-significant impact 

would occur and no further analysis is required on this subject. 
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b)  Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, 

necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019) 

 

Under existing conditions, there no homes on the Project Site and the Project Site does not contain any existing 

residents.  Therefore, there would be no displacement of existing people or housing, and no impact would 

occur.  No further analysis is required on this subject.  

 

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES 

Would the project: 

a)  Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or 

physically altered government facilities, need for new or physically altered government facilities, the 

construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service 

ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the public services: 

i)  Fire protection? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The City of San Bernardino is served by twelve (12) fire stations, which are maintained by the San Bernardino 

City Fire Department  (San Bernardino, 2005a, p. 7.6).  The nearest fire station that the City of San Bernardino 

maintains is the San Bernardino County Fire Station 233, which is located at 165 South Leland Norton Way 

(approximately 1.2 miles from the Project Site).  Due to the proximity of existing fire stations, the Project has 

no potential to cause a fire station to be physically altered or for a new fire station to be constructed. No further 

analysis is warranted.    

 

ii)  Police protection? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project would introduce a new building and employees to the Development Site, which would result in an 

incremental increase in demand for police protection services, but is not anticipated to require or result in the 

construction of new or physically altered police facilities. The nearest first response police station is at 1535 

East Highland Avenue, San Bernardino, CA, which is approximately 2.5 miles from the Project Site.  Due to the 

proximity of existing police stations, the Project has no potential to cause a police station to be physically altered 

or for a new police station to be constructed. No further analysis is warranted.    

 

iii)  Schools? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The proposed Project would not create a direct demand for public school services, as the subject property would 

contain non-residential uses that would not generate any school-aged children requiring public education.  
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Although the Project would not create a demand for additional public school services, the Project Applicant 

would be required to contribute development impact fees to the San Bernardino City Unified School District 

(SBCUSD), in compliance with California Senate Bill 50.  Mandatory payment of school fees would be required 

prior to the issuance of a building permit.  Pursuant to Senate Bill 50, payment of school impact fees constitutes 

complete mitigation for project-related impacts to school services. With mandatory payment of fees in 

accordance with California Senate Bill 50, there would be no impacts to public schools, and further analysis of 

this topic is not required. 

 

iv) Parks? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

The Project does not propose any type of residential use or other land use that may generate a population that 

would result in a demand for parkland resources, and no recreational facilities are proposed as part of the 

Project.  Thus, the Project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision 

of new or physically altered recreational facilities, or due to the need for new or physically altered recreational 

facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain 

acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for parks and recreational resources.  

No impact would occur, and further analysis of this topic is not required. 

 

v)  Other public facilities? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project would not directly substantially increase the residential population in the City, and therefore is not 

expected to result in a demand for other public facilities/services, including libraries, community recreation 

centers, post offices, and animal shelters.  As such, implementation of the proposed Project would not adversely 

affect other public facilities or require the construction of new or modified public facilities and no impact would 

occur.  No further analysis is required on this subject. 

 

XVI. RECREATION  

a)  Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood or 

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 

physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 

accelerated? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project does not involve any type of residential use or other land use that may generate a population that 

would increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities.  Accordingly, 

implementation of the proposed Project would not result in the increased use or substantial physical 

deterioration of an existing neighborhood or regional park, and no impact would occur.  No further analysis of 

this subject is required.  
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b)  Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 

construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might 

have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project does not involve the construction of any new on- or off-site recreation facilities.  The Project would 

not expand any existing off-site recreational facilities. Therefore, no impacts related to the construction or 

expansion of recreational facilities would occur with implementation of the proposed Project.  Additional 

analysis of this issue is not required.  

 

XVII. TRANSPORTATION 

Would the project: 

a)  Conflict with an applicable program, plan, ordinance, or policy 

addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, 

bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The proposed Project would generate an increase in daily and peak hour vehicle trips, including truck traffic, as 

compared to existing conditions.  A traffic study will be prepared for the Project to identify roadway facility 

improvements that would be necessary to comply with applicable programs, plans, policies, and ordinances of 

affected jurisdictions, including but not limited to the City of San Bernardino and the City of Highland.  No 

existing transit routes or bike lanes abut or fall within the Project Site, but 3rd Street includes a sidewalk.  The 

required EIR will disclose the findings of the traffic study and also will evaluate the Project’s potential to conflict 

with applicable plans, ordinances, and policies that establish a minimum level of performance for various modes 

of travel, including those related to transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.  

 

b)  Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 

15064.3, subdivision (b)? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

Senate Bill 743 (SB 743), which was codified in Public Resources Code section 21099, required changes to the 

CEQA Guidelines regarding the analysis of transportation impacts.  Pursuant to Section 21099, the criteria for 

determining the significance of transportation impacts must promote the reduction of greenhouse gas 

emissions, the development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity of land uses.  To that end, 

in developing the criteria, the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research proposed, and the California Natural 

Resources Agency certified and adopted, changes to the CEQA Guidelines that identify vehicle miles traveled 

(VMT) as the most appropriate metric to evaluate a project’s transportation impacts. Updates to the State CEQA 

Guidelines that were approved in December 2018 included the addition of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, 

of which Subdivision b establishes criteria for evaluating a project’s transportation impacts based on project 
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type and using VMTs as the metric.  The proposed Project would result in the generation of vehicles, which 

would lead to a net increase in the amount of VMTs within the region.  A Project-specific VMT analysis will be 

prepared.  The Project’s anticipated VMTs will be evaluated against the City of San Bernardino’s VMT 

performance standards in conformance with SB 743 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b).  The results of 

the VMT analysis will be evaluated and disclosed in the required EIR. 

 

c)  Substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm 

equipment)? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

All improvements planned as part of the Project would be in conformance with applicable City of San Bernardino 

and City of Highland standards and would not result in any hazards due to a design feature. Additionally, the 

Project is surrounded by airport-related uses to the south, industrial and manufacturing facilities to the east 

and west, and existing and planned industrial development to the north, and as such the Project would not 

represent an incompatible use that could increase transportation-related hazards in the local area.  Therefore, 

the Project would not substantially increase hazards to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm equipment), and impacts would be less than significant.  No 

further analysis of this topic is required. 

 

d)  Result in inadequate emergency access? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project Site is not identified as a designated emergency access route.  During the course of the City of San 

Bernardino and San Bernardino County Fire Department’s required review of the Project’s applications, the 

Project’s design is reviewed to ensure that adequate access to and from the site is provided for emergency 

vehicles during both construction and long-term operation.  With required adherence to the City of San 

Bernardino and County Fire Department requirements for emergency vehicle access, impacts are expected to 

be less than significant.  No further analysis is required on this subject.  

 

XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined 

in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 

defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California 

Native American tribe, and that is: 

a)  Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 

resources or in a local register of historical resources as defined in 

Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 
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Although the Project Site has been completely and heavily disturbed, a study will be conducted to determine 

whether the Project Site contains any resources listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical 

Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k). In 

accordance with AB 52, the City of San Bernardino is required to send notifications of the proposed Project to 

Native American tribes with possible traditional or cultural affiliation to the area and will consult with interested 

tribes regarding the Project’s potential to affect a tribal cultural resource. Of note, the San Manuel Band of 

Mission Indians is the Project Applicant.  The results of the Native American consultation will be disclosed in the 

EIR, which will evaluate the Project’s potential to cause a substantial adverse change to tribal cultural resources 

that are listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of 

historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k).  

 

b)  A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and 

supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to 

criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 

5024.1?  In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public 

Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency will consider the 

significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe. 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

This topic will be evaluated in the required EIR, as explained above under the discussion of Threshold XVIII(a). 

The designation that there is a potentially significant impact to Tribal Cultural Resources is subject to change 

following the Native American consultations required by AB 52. 

 

XIX.UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS   

Would the project 

a)   Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or 

expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm water drainage, 

electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the 

construction or relocation of which could cause significant 

environmental effects? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project would entail local connections to existing water, wastewater treatment, storm water drainage, 

electric power, natural gas, and telecommunications facilities, as these facilities currently are available within 

the immediately surrounding area.  Such local connections are inherent to the Project’s construction phase, and 

impacts associated with the Project’s construction phase will be evaluated in the required EIR under the 

appropriate topical subheadings, as described herein.  There are no components of the Project’s proposed 

utility connections that would result in significant environmental effects beyond what already will be evaluated 
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in the required EIR for the Project’s construction phase under associated environmental topic areas.  Therefore, 

no further analysis of this topic is required.     

 

b)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and 

reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry 

and multiple dry years? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The operation of a warehouse building on the Development Site would result in an increase in potable water 

demand compared to the site’s existing, largely vacant condition.  The Project Site is designated by the City of 

San Bernardino General Plan for development with “Public Facility/Quasi-Public (PF)” and “Industrial Light (IL)” 

land uses.  The Project Site’s existing General Plan land use designations were utilized in part to inform growth 

projections published by SCAG, which in turn were used as inputs in the 2015 San Bernardino Valley Regional 

Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP).  The 2015 UWMP demonstrates that member agencies within the 

San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water District service area, which includes the City of San Bernardino 

Municipal Water Department (SBMWD), would be served with adequate water resources during normal, wet, 

dry, and multiple dry years to meet the demands associated with projected growth in residents and 

employment through at least 2040.  The Project Applicant proposes a GPA to redesignate 12.89 acres of the 

Project Site for IL land uses and to redesignate approximately 4.89 acres of the Project Site for PF land uses, 

resulting in a net increase of approximately 8.0 acres of lands designated for IL land uses; however, according 

to employment generation rates shown in Appendix 5 to the City of San Bernardino General Plan, PF land uses 

generate approximately one employee per 1,000 s.f. of building area, while IL land uses generate approximately 

one employee per 1,030 s.f. of building area, representing a difference of less than 3%.  As such, the water 

demand associated with the Project would be similar to the water demand associated with development in 

accordance with the Project Site’s existing land use designations.  Because the 2015 UWMP demonstrates that 

there would be adequate water resources to meet the projected demands through 2040, and because the 

Project would result in an approximately 3% reduction in demand for water resources as compared to what 

was assumed by the 2015 UWMP, there is substantial evidence to conclude that the SBMWD would have 

sufficient water supplies available to serve the Project and reasonably foreseeable future development during 

normal, dry, and multiple dry years.  A Water Supply Assessment will be prepared for the Project in accordance 

with SBMWD requirements to document the change in demand resulting from the Project.  Impacts would be 

less than significant and no further analysis of this topic is required. (SBMWD, 2020; San Bernardino, 2005a)  

c)  Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider 

which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity 

to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the 

provider’s existing commitments? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005)  

 

Wastewater generated on the Development Site would be conveyed to the San Bernardino Water Reclamation 

Plant (SBWRP).  The SBWRP has an existing design capacity of 33 million gallons per day (MGD).  According to 
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the 2019 Sewer Master Plan Update prepared for the San Bernardino Municipal Water Department (SBMWD), 

and based on water to wastewater ratios, general plan land use designations, and the estimated 2060 water 

demand projections, it is estimated that the total wastewater demand within the SBMWD service area will 

reach 33.81 MGD by 2060 (SBMWD, 2020, p. ES-2).  Thus, existing and planned developments, including the 

proposed Project, ultimately would exceed the existing wastewater treatment capacity at the SBWRP.  

However, this projected shortfall in wastewater treatment capacity has been known for a long time and was 

documented in the EIR prepared for the City’s 2005 General Plan Update and was known at the time the SBAC-

SP was adopted in May 2007.  Furthermore, the warehouse use proposed as part of the Project will generate 

substantially less wastewater than other types of light industrial uses, because most of the building space will 

be occupied by goods storage inside a large warehouse, with wastewater generation sources generally limited 

to an employee break room and restrooms.  The SBMWD is currently undertaking planning efforts and is 

currently preparing a Water Reclamation Plant Master Plan (WRPMP), which will evaluate projected 

wastewater treatment demands and will identify capacity upgrades needed to accommodate existing and 

planned demands for wastewater treatment throughout the SBMWD service area.  As it is currently unknown 

what capacity upgrades may be identified as part of the WRPMP, any analysis of potential environmental effects 

associated with such upgrades due to existing and planned growth through year 2060 in the SBWMD service 

area would be speculative and are outside of the scope of the proposed Project (CEQA Guidelines § 15145). 

However, because the SBMWD is undertaking long-range planning efforts to ensure adequate capacity exists 

to provide wastewater treatment for all existing and planned developments, including the Project, it can be 

concluded that the Project would not result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which 

serves or may serve the Project that it has adequate capacity to serve the Development Project’s projected 

demand in addition to existing commitments.  Impacts would be less than significant, and further analysis of 

this topic is not required.   

 

d)  Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in 

excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair 

the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

Solid waste collection within much of the City of San Bernardino is provided by the Solid Waste Services and 

Refuse and Recycling Division of the City of San Bernardino Department of Public Services.  The County of San 

Bernardino Solid Waste Management Division (SWMD) is responsible for the operation and management of the 

solid waste disposal system which consists of six regional landfills, eight transfer stations and five community 

collection centers.  The City of San Bernardino has no active landfills but primarily utilizes the San Timoteo and 

Mid-Valley landfills. According to the EIR prepared for the City of San Bernardino 2005 General Plan Update, 

businesses (including the warehouse uses proposed as part of the Project) generate approximately 2.37 tons 

per employee per year. (San Bernardino, 2005b, pp. 5.15-16 and Table 5.15-5)  Per Appendix 5 to the City of 

San Bernardino’s General Plan, lands designated for “Industrial Light (IL)” uses, as are proposed for the 52.97-

acre Development Site, generate approximately one employee per 1,030 s.f. of building area.  Based on this 

factor, the 1,153,644 of light industrial uses proposed as part of the Project would generate approximately 
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1,120 new, recurring jobs (1,079,361 s.f. ÷ 1,030 s.f./employee = 1,120 employees). (San Bernardino, 2005a, 

Appendix 5)  Thus, the Project would generate approximately 2,654.4 tons per year (7.27 tons per day) of solid 

waste requiring disposal at the San Timoteo and/or Mid-Valley landfills.   According to information available 

from CalRecycle, in the month of May 2020, the San Timoteo landfill experienced a peak tonnage of 1,401.4 

tons per day (tpd), while this facility is allowed a maximum tonnage of 3,000 tpd for up to 15 days per calendar 

year.  In the month of June 2020, the Mid-Valley landfill had a peak tonnage of 4,825.61 tpd, while this facility 

is permitted to receive up to 7,500 tpd.  Thus, the 7.27 tpd generated by the Project would represent 0.45% of 

the available daily capacity at the San Timoteo landfill and 0.27% of the available daily capacity at the Mid-

Valley landfill.  Additionally, as of April 2019, the San Timoteo landfill had a remaining capacity of 12.7 million 

cubic yards, while as of June 2019 the Mid-Valley landfill had a remaining capacity of 61.2 million cubic yards.  

(CalRecycle, 2020a; CalRecycle, 2020b)  Accordingly, adequate capacity exists at both the San Timoteo and Mid-

Valley landfills to accommodate solid waste generated by the Project.  Additionally, the Project would be subject 

to the City of San Bernardino’s solid waste regulations as set forth in Chapter 8.24 of the City of San Bernardino’s 

Municipal Code.  Chapter 8.24 includes enforceable requirements for the recycling and diversion of solid waste 

from the regional landfills.  With mandatory compliance with Chapter 8.24 of the City of San Bernardino’s 

Municipal Code, the Project would not generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess 

of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals.  

Impacts would be less than significant, and further analysis of this topic is not required.  

e)  Comply with federal, state, and local statues and regulations 

related to solid waste?   

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

(Source: Project Application Materials; Google Earth, 2019; City of San Bernardino, 2005) 

 

The Project would be required to comply with the City of San Bernardino’s waste reduction programs, including 

recycling and other diversion programs to reduce the amount of solid waste deposited in landfills. As such, 

future building users at the Development Site would be required to work with refuse haulers to develop and 

implement feasible waste reduction programs, including source reduction, recycling, and composting.  

Additionally, in accordance with the California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Act of 1991 (Cal Pub Res. Code 

§ 42911), the Project would be required to provide adequate areas for collecting and loading recyclable 

materials where solid waste is collected.  The collection areas are required to be shown on construction 

drawings and be in place before occupancy permits are issued.  The implementation of these programs would 

reduce the amount of solid waste generated and diverted to landfills, which in turn will aid in the extension of 

the life of affected disposal sites.  The Project would be subject to all federal, State, and local statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste.  As such, a less-than-significant impact would occur, and further analysis of 

this topic is not required.   

 

XX. WILDFIRE 

If located in or near State responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would 

the project: 

a)  Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or 

emergency evacuation plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
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(Source: Project Application Materials; State Responsibility Area, 2020; City of San Bernardino, 2005; CalFire, 

2020) 

 

A State Responsibility Area (SRA) includes lands where the State of California is financially responsible for the 

prevention and suppression of wildfires, and the Project Site is not located within any SRAs. Fire protection 

services to the Project Site are and would continue to be provided by the San Bernardino County Fire 

Department (SBCFD).  The Project Site is not identified as part of any adopted emergency response plans or 

emergency evacuation plans, and the Project has no potential to conflict with any such plans.  As such, no 

impacts to adopted emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans would occur with 

implementation of the proposed Project, and no further analysis of this topic is required. 

 

b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate 

wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant 

concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a 

wildfire? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

As noted under the analysis of Threshold XX(a), the Project Site is not located within any SRAs, as fire protection 

services in the Project area are provided by the SBCFD.  Additionally, the Project Site is located in an area that 

is largely urbanized and contains no large open space areas that have the potential for wildland fire hazards.  

The Project would result in construction and operation of a large warehouse building with exterior impervious 

surfaces and irrigated landscaping, which would not result in any increase in fire hazards in the local area.  

Therefore, the Project has no potential to exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby exposing people to pollutant 

concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire.  No impact would occur, and further 

analysis of this topic is not required. 

 

c)  Require the installation or maintenance of associated 

infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 

sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk 

or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the 

environment? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

The Project Site is not located within a portion of the City of San Bernardino that is subject to wildfire hazards, 

and the Project Site is not located within any SRAs.  Aside from standard building construction requirements, 

including the installation of fire sprinklers, the provision of fire hydrants, and the use of irrigated landscaping, 

the Project does not include any fire protection-related infrastructure that could result in temporary or ongoing 

impacts to the environment.  No impact would occur, and further analysis of this topic is not required. 
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d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 

downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of 

runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 

The Project Site is not located within a portion of the City of San Bernardino that is subject to wildfire hazards, 

and the Project Site is not located within any SRAs.  The Project Site occurs in a portion of the City of San 

Bernardino that exhibits generally flat topography, and there are no large slopes in the Project vicinity that 

could be subject to landslide hazards as a result of post-fire slope instability. Additionally, there are no 

components of the Project that could result in or exacerbate flooding hazards associated with wildland fire 

hazards.  Furthermore, the Project generally would maintain the site’s existing drainage patterns, and would 

not cause or contribute to any risks of flooding due to wildland fire hazards.  No impacts would occur, and 

further analysis of this topic is not required. 

 

XXI.MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE     

a)  Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the 

quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a 

fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop 

below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or 

animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the 

range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate 

important examples of the major period of California history or 

prehistory? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

Due to the generally disturbed nature of the Project Site, the Project is not anticipated to result in the 

substantial reduction of habitat of a wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range 

of a rare or endangered plant or animal.  Notwithstanding, the Project’s potential impacts to biological 

resources will be evaluated in the required EIR.  Additionally, the Project would result in the relocation or 

replacement of an existing water tower on site, which may be considered a significant historical resource.  The 

required EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to degrade the quality of the environment and/or result in 

substantial adverse effects to biological and/or historical resources. 

 

b)  Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but 

cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means 

that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when 

viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects 

of other current projects, and the effects of probable future 

projects.) 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 
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The Project Site is located within the City of San Bernardino, and other portions of the City of San Bernardino 

as well as nearby cities have a number of on-going development projects.  The Project, in addition to concurrent 

construction and operation of other development projects in the area, has the potential to result in 

cumulatively-considerable impacts, particularly with respect to the following issue areas: air quality, 

greenhouse gas emissions, noise, and transportation.  The required EIR will evaluate the Project’s potential to 

result in cumulatively-considerable contributions to cumulatively significant impacts. 

 

c)  Does the project have environmental effects which will cause 

substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or 

indirectly? 

☒ ☐ ☐ ☐ 

 

The potential for the proposed Project to directly or indirectly affect human beings will be evaluated in the 

required EIR particularly with respect to the following issue areas: air quality and greenhouse gas emissions 

(including emissions from Project-related traffic), seismic activity, and noise.   
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